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US House of Representives .

242 Cannon Building

Washington D.C. 20515

February 6, 1993

Subject: 1am strongly oppased to the FCC action (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235),
reducing the frequency separation between radio control and commercial
uses. I am requesting your involvement with the FCC and opposition to
this ruling before the February 26 deadline.

Dear Mr.Pickle

I was just made aware that the Federal Communication Commission is considering imminent action to
dangerously reduce the margin of safety between commercial frequencies and those used by R/C
hobbyists like myself.

This FCC Rule change, (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235), if enacted; will limit the safety margins between
frequencies from 10 Khz to 2.5 Khz, effecting 48% of our available frequencies. Essentially rendering
them dangerous or useless!

This action will have a severe and detrimental impact on me, and the entire Radio Control industry
and community. Prior to the implementation of the 10 Khz safety margin, even the slightest overlap of
a neighboring signal on our frequency will cause an uncontrollable crash of an R/C Aircraft. We see this
occurring again.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of 10 feet and weigh as much as 40
pounds! They are capable of causing property damage and serious injury or even death if radio
interference causes the operator too lose control of the craft. We fly our aircraft at organized events
where hundreds of operators participate. We need a full complement of uncongested frequencies for a
safe flying environment and we depend on the current frequency separation to ensure the safety of
spectators as well as hobbyists!

I am a member of a growing community, and industry, estimated at one million (1,000,000) hobbyists.
Most R/C hobbyist have invested thousands of dollars for the purchase of radio equipment, aircraft
and other equipment. The loss of this equipment due to a crash, the injuries, possible lawsuits and bad
media that will result, will impact every responsible party, and not be easily forgotten.

I ask for your support as my elected representative to actively and 1mmed1ate]y intercede, and overturn
this rulmg before the February 26 deadline.

Most Sincerely,

Frize. Fiulm
é/and hobbyist

An Austin resident, vo
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TThe Honorable Jake Pickle '
United States House of Representatlves
gWashlngton D. C 20515 .

':_Dear Congressman Plckle

I ‘am very concerned about the proposed FCC actlon - NPRM PR
Docket 92-235. I oppose it and I am asking your help to see that
it is not approved. The proposal would insert a series of new
frequencies betweéen existing ones that are used for radio
controlled model aircraft. They will overlap these frequencies
and swamp them with their more powerful signal. Since the
proposed new frequencies are so close, interference will occur
and render most model frequencies unusable. It will result in
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(they often weigh 10 to 20 pounds) and possibly cause damage to
life and property. We cannot easily change to other frequencies
and the expense would be enormous. It was only some three years
ago that the FCC forced us to modify our radios to allow for
similar expansion. It cost me several hundreds of dollars that
time. Modifications like that would not be possible this time and
thus I would lose hundreds of additional dollars and about half
-of the frequencies all modelers need to maintain our hobby. This
is unfair and a stupid idea!

There are better solutions, it would just take a little thought
and imagination on the part of the FCC to come up with a better
solution. I know that is asking for a lot from that federal
agency, but perhaps you could get their attention. The simple
solution, if there is a true need for additional channels, is to
bunch them at one end of the frequencies proposed, rather than
intersperse them. Doing so eliminates interference problems. That
is undoubtedly too simple and too rational to have been
considered, I guess.

I am president of one of several radio control model clubs in
Austin. We have about 100 members. I personally have about
$10,000 invested in radio equipment and model aircraft. I would
conservatively estimate that the club members have from $200,000
to $500,000 invested all together in this hobby and that
investment and the businesses that support it are jeopardized by
this thoughtless proposal. The FCC proposal benefits a few at the
sacrifice of many and makes no economlc sense. As voters we would
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Thank you for your time and consideration.

Pre31dent Aeromodelers, Austin
14020 N Green Hills Loop
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~ The Honorable Jake Pickle R
- US House of Representives

 GregMix .

10411 Charette Drive.

242 Cannon Building - D
Washington D.C. 20515 Yoo

February 6; 1993 °

Subject: 1am strongly opposed to the FCC action (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235),
" reducing the frequency separation between radio control and commercial
uses. I am requesting your involvement with the FCC and opposition to
this ruling before the February 26 deadline.

Dear Mr.Pickle

I was just made aware that the Federal Communication Commission is considering imminent action to
dangerously reduce the margin of safety between commercial frequencies and those used by R/C
hobbyists like myself.

This FCC Rule change, (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235), if enacted, will limit the safety margins between
frequencies from 10 Khz to 2.5 Khz, effecting 48% of our available frequencies. Essentially rendering
them dangerous or useless! ‘

This action will have a severe and detrimental impact on me, and the entire Radio Control industry
and community. Prior to the implementation of the 10 Khz safety margin, even the slightest overlap of
a neighboring signal on our frequency will cause an uncontrollable crash of an R/C Aircraft. We see this
occurring again.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of 10 feet and weigh as much as 40
pounds! They are capable of causing property damage and serious injury or even death if radio
interference causes the operator too lose control of the craft. We fly our aircraft at organized events
where hundreds of operators participate. We need a full complement of uncongested frequencies for a
safe flying environment and we depend on the current frequency separation to ensure the safety of
spectators as well as hobbyists!

I am a member of a growing community, and industry, estimated at one million (1,000,000) hobbyists.
Most R/C hobbyist have invested thousands of dollars for the purchase of radio equipment, aircraft .
and other equipment. The loss of this equipment due to a crash, the injuries, possible lawsuits and bad
media that will result, will impact every responsible party, and not be easily forgotten.

[ ask for your support as my elected representative to actively and immediately intercede, and overturn
this ruling before the February 26 deadline.

Most Sincerely,

(Greg Vhix

An Austin resident, voter and hobbyist
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'The ‘Honorable J. J. Pickle

.. U.S. ‘House of- Representatlves

Washlngton, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Pickle:

I am retired and enjoy many, many hours of pleasure building and flying radio controlled
model aircraft. I participate in club activities with many other retirees in this area.
We each have a sizable investment in equipment, mine being approximately $2,200.00.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
the new rules will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model
use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model

airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHy band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations; however, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other. Now the FCC wants to create more
land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control fre-~
quencies and cause interference to radio control operations. T am told that of the 50
freguencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left, if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the

safety of the operators and bystanders, and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If
the number of usable frequencies is diminished, as proposed by the FCC, the remaining fre-
quencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and welgh as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but more to the point,
they are capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death, if radio inter-
ference causes the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use

of our full complement of radio freguencies in order to assure a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC te seek to improve the operating conditions of land
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are
as important as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands
of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial

aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry
out its proposals for the 72-76 Mil, band.

Sincerely,

(" :
- osgﬁﬁﬂg. Holmes

AMA 23065617

P.S. Keep gays out of the military
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David Williams
1313 Quail Road
Austin, TX 78758

The Honorable Jake Pickle
US House of Representives
242 Cannon Building
Washington D.C. 20515

February 6, 1993

Subject: Lam strongly opposed to the FCC action (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235),
reducing the frequency separation between radio control and commercial
uses. I am requesting your involvement with the FCC and opposition to
this ruling before the February 26 deadline.

Dear Mr.Pickle

I was just made aware that the Federal Communication Commission is considering imminent action to
dangerously reduce the margin of safety between commercial frequencies and those used by R/C
hobbyists like myself.

This FCC Rule change, (NPRM, PR Docket 92-235), if enacted, will limit the safety margins between
frequencies from 10 Khz to 2.5 Khz, effecting 48% of our available frequencies. Essentially rendering
them dangerous or useless!

This action will have a severe and detrimental impact on me, and the entire Radio Control industry
and community. Prior to the implementation of the 10 Khz safety margin, even the slightest overlap of
a neighboring signal on our frequency will cause an uncontrollable crash of an R/C Aircraft. We see this
occurring again.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans of 10 feet and weigh as much as 40
pounds! They are capable of causing property damage and serious injury or even death if radio
interference causes the operator too lose control of the craft. We fly our aircraft at organized events
where hundreds of operators participate. We need a full complement of uncongested frequencies for a
safe flying environment and we depend on the current frequency separation to ensure the safety of
spectators as well as hobbyists!

[ am a member of a growing community, and industry, estimated at one million (1,000,000) hobbyists.
Most R/C hobbyist have invested thousands of dollars for the purchase of radio equipment, aircraft
and other equipment. The loss of this equipment due to a crash, the injuries, possible lawsuits and bad
media that will result, will impact every responsible party, and not be easily forgotten.

I ask for your support as my elected representative to actively and immediately intercede, and overturn
this ruling before the February 26 deadline.

Most Sincerely,

/%mu%«d

An Austin resident, voter and hobbyist



